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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Objections 

1 . Claims 6-8 are objected to because of the following informalities: 
Claim 6: 

a. "the said" in lines 5-6 should be -said-. 

b. a comma should be inserted after "hose connections" in line 11. 

c. "there" in line 24 should be -their-. 

Claims 6 and 8 5 respectively: "improved" in line 1 for each claim should be deleted since 
claims should not refer to alleged merits. 

Claim 7: this dependent claim is objected to because the parent independent claim 6 has 
limitations drawn to a "fire hydrant" wherein this dependent claim has limitations drawn to a 
"reflective warning and locating collar." 

Claim 8: this dependent claim is objected to because the parent independent claim 6 has 
limitations drawn to a "fire hydrant" wherein this dependent claim has limitations drawn to an 
"improved fire hydrant." 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 


2. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 


The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and 
distinctly claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 


3. Claims 1-8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which Applicant regards as 
the invention. 

Claim 1 : "their ends" in line 16 lacks antecedent basis with respect to the reflective 
member. Furthermore "their ends" should state -their said ends- in order to properly refer to 
their antecedents. 


a. "said web" makes the claim language indefinite because it is not clear as to which web, 
i.e., the web for the support member or the web for the reflective member, this limitation is 
drawn. 

b. "such as polyethylene" makes the claim language indefinite because it is not clear if this 
limitation is being claimed. 


Claim 2: 
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Claim 4: 

a. "said ends of said web and said reflective material are secured to each other" makes the 
claim language confusing and indefinite because of the following: 

1) There is a web for each of said members, i.e., the support member and the 
reflective member. So as to which web is the applicant referring? 

2) It has not been clearly established in claim 1 that the reflective member, or its web, 
has ends. 

3) "said reflective material" lacks antecedent basis. 

4) Is "said ends of said web" drawn to the support member, the reflective member, or 
the reflective material? 

5) Is "said reflective material" drawn to the reflective member? 

6) It is unclear as to which elements "are secured to each other." Are the ends of the 
web of the support member secured to (the ends of the web) of the reflective material? Are 
the ends of the web of the support member secured to each other while the ends of the 
reflective material are secured to each other? 

b. the claim language is confusing due to the inconsistency between the preamble and the 
body of the claim, i.e., scope of the claims is unclear. According to the preamble, the claims are 
directed to a collar; i.e., subcombination, while in the body of the claim, there is a positive recital 
of structure indicating that the combination of the collar and "said fire hydrant, pylon or support 

post" are being claimed. For example, see lines 2-4 regarding "said ends are secured to each 

other about said fire hydrant, pylon or support post." Applicant should clarify the claim language 
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so that the claim language is consistent with Applicant's intent. Furthermore, Applicant should 
note that in formulating the rejections on the merits of claim 4, it has been considered that the 
claims are drawn to the combination of the collar and the fire hydrant, pylon or support post. 

Claim 5: 

a. "said ends of said web member and said reflective member are secured to said fire 
hydrant..." makes the claim language confusing and indefinite because of the following: 

1) There is a web for each of said members, i.e., the support member and the 
reflective member. So as to which web is the applicant referring? 

2) It has not been clearly established in claim 1 that the reflective member, or its web, 
has ends. 

3) "said web member" should state -said web- or —said webs— in order to properly 
refer to its antecedent or antecedents. 

4) Is "said ends of said web member" drawn to the support member or the reflective 
member? 

b. the claim language is confusing due to the inconsistency between the preamble and the 
body of the claim, i.e., scope of the claims is unclear. According to the preamble, the claims are 
directed to a collar; i.e., subcombination, while in the body of the claim, there is a positive recital 
of structure indicating that the combination of the collar and "said fire hydrant, pylon or support 

post" are being claimed. For example, see lines 2-4 regarding "said ends are secured to said 

fire hydrant, pylon or support post." Applicant should clarify the claim language so that the 
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claim language is consistent with Applicant's intent. Furthermore, Applicant should note that in 
formulating the rejections on the merits of claim 5, it has been considered that the claims are 
drawn to the combination of the collar and the fire hydrant, pylon or support post. 

Claim 6: "there ends" in line 24 lacks antecedent basis with respect to the reflective 
member. Furthermore "their ends" should state -their said ends- in order to properly refer to 
their antecedents. 

Claim 7: 

a. "said web" makes the claim language indefinite because it is not clear as to which web, 
i.e., the web for the support member or the web for the reflective member, this limitation is 
drawn. 

b. "such as polyethylene" makes the claim language indefinite because it is not clear if this 
limitation is being claimed. 


Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 


4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 
rejections set forth in this Office action: 
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(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or 
described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter 
sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have 
been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to 
which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in 
which the invention was made. 


5. Claims 1-3 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Hughes, Jr. in 
view ofMohs. 

Hughes, Jr. discloses a reflective warning and locating collar comprising a support member 
(the support members 12 around the circumference of the barrel) defined by two parallel 
longitudinal edges (the side of support members 12 containing the reflective member 13), said 
edges defining a channel, a reflective member comprised of an elongate flexible web, said 
reflective member having a plurality of alignable apertures (17) proximate its ends for alignment 
and receipt of a fastening means (either by rivets to the support, or by ties 19 and 20 to itself), 
said reflective member (23) being bonded to a substrate (21). Furthermore, Hughes, Jr. discloses 
that the reflective member is easily replaceable, that alternate support members (rivets) can be 
used and drilled off for replacement on supports that do not have the support member (12) 
defined by two parallel longitudinal edges as described above, that the support can have a 
plurality of collars along the support's height, that the ends of said web are secured to each other 
about said support, that the ends of said reflective material are secured to each other about said 
support, that the ends of said web member are secured to each other, that ends of said reflective 
member are secured to each other, that said ends of said web member and said reflective member 
are secured to said support, and that the collar is an improved identifiability (column 1, lines 
13-52 and via said plurality of collars). 
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Hughes, Jr. does not disclose a support member having a web, said web having first and 
second sides defined by two parallel longitudinal edges, said web having first and second ends, 
said web having flanges depending from said longitudinal edges, said flanges terminating in 
inwardly turned second flanges to define a channel between said web and said second flanges, 
said support member having a plurality of alignable apertures, said web being fabricated from a 
weather resistant polymer, said reflective members being slidably receivable and securable 
within said channels. 

Mohs discloses a support member having a web, said web having first and second sides 
defined by two parallel longitudinal edges, said web having first and second ends, said web 
having flanges (12) depending from said longitudinal edges, said flanges terminating inwardly 
turned second flanges (14) to define a channel (13) between said web and said second flanges, 
said support member having a plurality of alignable apertures (16), said web being fabricated 
from a weather resistant polymer (column 2, lines 61-64), and said reflective members being 
slidably receivable and securable within said channels. Therefore it would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to replace the support members, taught 
by Hughes, Jr., with the support member and reflective member with the features above, as 
taught by Mohs, in order 1) to protect the reflective member from the weather via drip cap 12a, 
and 2) to allow for easy and quick replacement of the reflective member for all supports, as 
taught by Mohs and suggested by Hughes, Jr. 


' Application/Control Number: 09/577854 
Art Unit: 2859 


Page 9 


6. Claims 4-8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over as applied to 
claims 1-3 above, and further in view of Blackman et al. 

Hughes, Jr. and Mohs disclose a collar as described in the rejections of claims 1-3 above. 

Hughes, Jr. and Mohs do not teach the support being a fire hydrant, pylon or support post, 
nor do they teach a fire hydrant having improved identifiability wherein the fire hydrant has the 
features as stated in claim 6 and wherein the fire hydrant has a second reflective warning and 
locating collar as stated in claim 8. 

Blackman et al. discloses a fire hydrant, pylon or support post and a fire hydrant having 
improved identifiability wherein the fire hydrant has a generally vertically tubular member 
extending upwardly, a plurality of hose connections extending perpendicularly outwardly from 
said tubular member, said hose connections having cap members affixed thereto and said tubular 
vertical member having a cap member affixed to a top end, said cap member incorporating a 
valve actuator. Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention to replace the support, taught by Hughes, Jr. and Mohs, with the fire 
hydrant, as taught by Blackman et al., in order to improve the visibility of a fire hydrant to a 
driver who is parking or fighting fires, as taught by Blackman et al. 

With respect to claim 8, i.e., wherein a second reflective warning and locating collar is 
positioned about said fire hydrant beneath said extending hose connections: It would have been 
obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to add the 
second collar since: 1) it has been held that mere duplication of the essential working parts of a 
device involves only routine skill in the art, St. Regis Paper Co. v Bemis Co. . 193 USPQ 8, 
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2) it would increase the visibility of the fire hydrant, 3) it would have been obvious to one 
having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention was made to position a collar beneath 
the extending hose connections since it has been held that rearranging parts of an invention 
involves only routine skill in the art, In re Japikse 86 USPQ 70, and 4) Hughes, Jr. already 
discloses said plurality of collars wherein each collar is at a different position along the height of 
said support. 

7. Claims 1 -8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over Blackman et al. 
in view of Mohs and Hughes, Jr. 

Blackman et al. discloses a reflective warning and locating collar comprising a support 
member (16) having an elongated, flexible, extruded web (19) having a first and a second side, 
defined by two parallel longitudinal edges and a first end and a second end, said web having 
flanges depending from said longitudinal edges of said first side of said web, said flanges 
terminating with inwardly turned second flanges (21) parallel to said web thereby defining a 
channel, a reflective member (20 and 17), said ends of said reflective member and said support 
member having fastening means (30), said ends of said web and said reflective material are 
secured to each other about said fire hydrant, pylon or support post, said ends of said web 
member and said reflective member are secured to said fire hydrant, pylon or support post. 
Blackman discloses a fire hydrant having improved identifiability wherein the fire hydrant has a 
generally vertically tubular member extending upwardly, a plurality of hose connections 


* Application/Control Number: 09/577854 
Art Unit: 2859 

extending perpendicularly outwardly from said tubular member, said hose connections having 
cap members affixed thereto and said tubular vertical member having a cap member affixed to a 
top end, said cap member incorporating a valve actuator. 

Blackman et al. does not disclose said reflective member being bonded to a substrate, said 
reflective member comprised of an elongated web slidably receivable within said channel, said 
support member such that said reflective member is slidably received within said channel, said 
support member and said reflective member having a plurality of alignable apertures proximate 
their ends for receipt of a fastening means, said web being fabricated from a weather resistant 
polymer, a second reflective warning and locating collar is positioned about said fire hydrant 
beneath said extending hose connections. 

Mohs discloses a support member having a web, said web having first and second sides 
defined by two parallel longitudinal edges, said web having first and second ends, said web 
having flanges (12) depending from said longitudinal edges, said flanges terminating inwardly 
turned second flanges (14) to define a channel (13) between said web and said second flanges, 
said support member having a plurality of alignable apertures (16), said web being fabricated 
from a weather resistant polymer (column 2, lines 61-64), and said reflective members (i.e. 
reflective tape and lenses) being slidably receivable and securable within said channels. 
Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to replace the support member and the reflective members, taught by Blackman et al., 
with the support member and reflective member, as taught by Mohs, in order 1) to protect the 
reflective member from the weather via drip cap 12a, 2) to allow for easy and quick replacement 
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of the reflective members, and 3) to reduce manufacturing and installation costs, as taught by 
Mohs. 

Hughes, Jr. discloses a barricade having improved identifiability wherein the barricade 
comprises a support member defined by two parallel longitudinal edges (12) wherein said edges 
defining a channel. Hughes, Jr. discloses an improved identifiability and a reflective warning 
and locating collar comprising a reflective member (13) comprised of an elongate flexible web, 
said reflective member being slidably receivable and securable within the channel, said reflective 
member having a plurality of alignable apertures (17) proximate its ends for alignment and 
receipt of a fastening means (either by rivets to the barricade, or by ties 19 and 20 to itself), said 
reflective member (23) being bonded to a substrate (21), Furthermore, Hughes, Jr. discloses that 
the reflective member is easily replaceable, that the support can have a plurality of collars along 
the support's height, that the ends of said web are secured to each other about said support, that 
the ends of said reflective material are secured to each other about said support, that the ends of 
said web member are secured to each other, that ends of said reflective member are secured to 
each other, that said ends of said web member and said reflective member are secured to said 
support, and that the collar is an improved identifiability (column 1, lines 13-52 and via said 
plurality of collars). Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention to replace the reflective member, taught by Blackman et al. and Mohs, 
with the reflective member, taught by Hughes, Jr. in order 1) to eliminate breakage of lenses, 
2) to allow the reflective member to follow the contour of the support member and fire hydrant, 
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pylon or support post more readily, and 3) to improve the identifiability by having a plurality of 
collars along the height. 

With respect to claim 8, i.e., wherein a second reflective warning and locating collar is 
positioned about said fire hydrant beneath said extending hose connections: It would have been 
obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to add the 
second collar at a position beneath the extending hose connections since: 1) it has been held that 
mere duplication of the essential working parts of a device involves only routine skill in the art, 
St Regis Paper Co. v Bemis Co. . 193 USPQ 8, 2) it would increase the visibility of the fire 
hydrant, 3) it has been held that rearranging parts of an invention involves only routine skill in 
the art, In re Japikse 86 USPQ 70, and 4) since Hughes, Jr. already discloses said plurality of 
collars wherein each collar is at a different position along the height. 


Conclusion 


8. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to Applicant's 
disclosure. The prior art cited in PTO-892 and not mentioned above disclose related collars and 
hydrants. 
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9. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to Examiner Smith whose telephone number is (703) 305-0647. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday from 9:00 AM to 5:30 PM. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the Group receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 308-0956. 



Diego Gutierrez 
Supervisory Patent Examiner 
Technology Center 2800 


RAS 


March 23, 2001 


